
From: Blanco-Gonzalez, Joel  
Sent: Monday, December 15, 2014 4:14 PM 
To: Ateyeh, Laurel <lateyeh@pa.gov> 
Cc: Patel, Pravin <prpatel@pa.gov>; Trulear, Brian <Trulear.Brian@epa.gov>; Cruz, Francisco 
<Cruz.Francisco@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Draft Permit Comments - Horsham Water & Sewer Authority - PA0051985 A2 
 

Thank you for replying to our comments, Laurel.  Based on our e-mail correspondence, we will 

not be providing any additional comment regarding the issuance of this draft permit.     

 

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact us. 

 

Respectfully, 

 

Joel 

 

Joel Blanco-González 

NPDES Permits Branch (3WP41) 

Office of Permits and Enforcement 

Water Protection Division │ U.S. EPA Region III 

1650 Arch Street │ Philadelphia, PA 19103 - 2029 

Phone: (215) 814 - 2768 │ Fax: (215) 814 - 2302 

Email:  blanco-gonzalez.joel@epa.gov 

 
From: Ateyeh, Laurel [mailto:lateyeh@pa.gov]  
Sent: Monday, December 15, 2014 11:35 AM 
To: Blanco-Gonzalez, Joel 
Cc: Patel, Pravin; Trulear, Brian; Cruz, Francisco 
Subject: RE: Draft Permit Comments - Horsham Water & Sewer Authority - PA0051985 A2 
 
 
Joel, 
 
We are not using the WER Study Review Checklist  for Park Creek since we only became aware of it with 
your email and this amendment is in the permitting stage.  Both parties (EPA and DEP) have given 
approval to the WER and 
the approval was  conveyed to the permittee.  However, for future WER studies, we will use the 
checklist and provide it to the permittee so that they understand all information that needs to be 
included in the study and final report.   
 
 
 
For Park Creek STP, the following discussion and attachments will be included in the fact sheet prior to 
issuance of the final permit:   
 
 
During the two sampling events for the WER, 7/19/2013 and 8/21/2013, effluent samples were collected 
and analyzed.  Although limits are typically expressed as average monthly values, the effluent 

mailto:blanco-gonzalez.joel@epa.gov
mailto:lateyeh@pa.gov


concentrations reported in Tables 4, 5, and 6, for which effluent limits are established in the permit, were 
in compliance with limits.  Discharge monitoring reports for July and August indicated no violations of 
effluent limits and there were no reported plant upsets during either month.  Additionally, the daily effluent 
monitoring reports for both months, which are used for DMR compliance reporting, reflect pollutant 
concentrations similar or equal to the values reported in Tables 4, 5 and 6.  The sampling results for the 
WER indicate that the effluent varied within an acceptable and expected range for a treatment plant 
operating normally.   

 
 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 
 
 



 



 
 
 



 



 



 



 
 
 
 
We hope this satisfies EPA’s comments regarding Park Creek STP’s permit amendment.  
 
 
Laurel Ateyeh | Environmental Engineering Specialist 

Department of Environmental Protection | Southeast Regional Office  

2 East Main Street | Norristown, PA  19401 

Phone: 484.250.5198 | Fax: 484.250.5971 

www.depweb.state.pa.us  

 
From: Blanco-Gonzalez, Joel [mailto:Blanco-Gonzalez.Joel@epa.gov]  
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 2:27 PM 

To: Ateyeh, Laurel 
Cc: Patel, Pravin; Trulear, Brian; Cruz, Francisco 

Subject: Draft Permit Comments - Horsham Water & Sewer Authority - PA0051985 A2 

 
On behalf of Ms. Dana Walker 

 

Laurel, 

 

According to the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between the U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency (EPA) Region III and the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental 

Protection (DEP), the EPA has reviewed the draft National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 

System (NPDES) permit for: 

 

Draft Permit: Horsham Water & Sewer Authority 

Also Known As:  Park Creek STP 

NPDES ID: PA0051985 A2 

EPA Received: December 9, 2014 

 

EPA has chosen to perform a limited review of the water-effect ratio (WER) study 

requirements.  As a result of our limited review, we offer the following comments. 

 

1.      Following comments provided by Ms. Denise Hakowski of EPA (see below), please 

compare the effluent quality in the attached document with the permit limits and make 

sure it is in compliance and document your rationale in the fact sheet 

accordingly.  Additionally, please, as a guidance, follow the steps listed in the WER 

Study Review Checklist to support your rationale 

 

Please address our comments and recommendations, and provide us with any changes to the 

draft permit, fact sheet, and/or permit components. 

 

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact us. 

 

Respectfully, 

http://www.depweb.state.pa.us/
mailto:Blanco-Gonzalez.Joel@epa.gov
http://www.epa.gov/region6/region-6/water/ecopro/watershd/standard/docs/wer-chcklist_attach3.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/region6/region-6/water/ecopro/watershd/standard/docs/wer-chcklist_attach3.pdf


 

Joel 

 

Joel Blanco-González 

NPDES Permits Branch (3WP41) 

Office of Permits and Enforcement 

Water Protection Division │ U.S. EPA Region III 

1650 Arch Street │ Philadelphia, PA 19103 - 2029 

Phone: (215) 814 - 2768 │ Fax: (215) 814 - 2302 

Email:  blanco-gonzalez.joel@epa.gov 

 

 
 

From:               Hakowski, Denise 

Sent:                Friday, June 27, 2014 2:41 PM 

To:                   Barron, Thomas 

Cc:                   Walker, Dana; Trulear, Brian 

Subject:           Comments on Horsham WSA -- Park Creek Cu WER 

Attachments:   SKMBT_C554e14062414190.pdf 

 

I have reviewed the subject WER, and I have one follow up. 

 

Everything looks fine, but under “Characterization of the Effluent” (which is the attached pdf), 

the report says “effluent quality varied with each sample as expected.”  I don’t care if it varied, 

we are more interested that the plant was operating normally, and I would say that as long as it is 

meeting its effluent limits, we are not going to find that it wasn’t. 

 

So, as a follow up, we should compare the effluent quality in the attached with the permit limits 

and just make sure it is in compliance. 

 

That’s it.  I think that was all the PA WERs that I currently had on my desk, so other than the 

Wellsboro issue, let me know if I am missing anything. 

 

Thanks, 

 

Denise 
 

mailto:blanco-gonzalez.joel@epa.gov

